REMARKS 

Entry of this Amendment under 37 CFR §1 . 1 16 is respectfully requested. Claims 1 , 7, 
12, 34, 40, 45, 48, 52, and 54 are amended. Claims 23-33, 51 and 53 are canceled. Claims 1-22, 
34-50, 52 and 54 are pending in the application. 

The personal interview between the undersigned, Examiner Sangwoo Ahn, and Examiner 
Hosain Alam on December 5, 2007 is acknowledged with appreciation. During the interview, 
agreement was reached in principle that the applied references (Sibley and Burden) do not appear 
to disclose the feature of "generating a movement directive based on executing an optimization . 
of routing metrics ... according to a prescribed routing protocol." In other words, the applied 
references do not teach that the optimization of routing metrics according to the prescribed 
routing protocol results in the generation of the movement directive. 

As agreed during the interview, independent claims 45 and 48 have been amended to 
recite 'generating a movement directed based on executing an optimization of routing metrics ... 
according to a prescribed routing protocol". 

As agreed during the interview, this distinctive feature also is now recited in independent 
claims 1 and 34, which as amended explicitly specify "a world object specifying a directive that 
is generated based on at least one of the decisions [generated by the smart world objects]" (see, 
e.g., claim 1, lines 4-6). Hence, the directive is generated based on at least one of the decisions 
generated by the smart world objects. 

Claim 12 as previously presented on October 19, 2007 already specified that the directive 
was generated: "wherein the decisions generated by the smart world objects are used to generate 
vector objects that specify the directives [sic] for use by the mobility platform". Claim 12 has 
been amended to correct an informality with respect to antecedent basis (see lines 3-4 reciting "a 
received directive" and line 6 reciting "the directive"). As such, the amendments to claim 12 are 
purely cosmetic and do not affect claim scope. 

In view of the foregoing, it is believed the outstanding rejections under §§102 and 103 
should be withdrawn. 

Prompt and favorable consideration of the foregoing are respectfully requested. 
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To the extent necessary, Applicant petitions for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 
1.136. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including any missing or insufficient fees under 37 C.F.R. 1.1 7(a), to Deposit Account No. 
50-1 130, under Order No. 10-004, and please credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 
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